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DETAILED ACTION 

Information Disclosure Statement 

1 . The references listed in tlie Information Disclosure Statement submitted on 
2/26/02 have been considered by the examiner (see attached PTO-1449). 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill In the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claim 1, 3, 4, 7, and 10-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being 
unpatentable over Frey et al. (U.S. Patent 6,369,908 A1) in view of Parulski et al. (U.S. 
Patent Application Publication 2005/0243189 Al). 

Reoarding claim 1 . Frey discloses an interactive electronic image station for 
viewing and sending electronic images (column 2, lines 29-33) comprising: a 
computer having an Internet connection (column 2, lines 46-49); and a display 
screen connected to said computer (column 3, lines 33-34); and wherein said user 
views said electronic image on said display screen (column 3, lines 47-49) and 
electronically sends said electronic image to a desired recipient over the Internet 
(column 5, lines 31-49). 
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Frey does not disclose expressly at least one interface connected to said 
computer for uploading an electronic image from a storage medium to said 
computer; wherein a user stores said electronic image on a storage medium with 
an electronic storage device and transfers said electronic image from said 
storage medium to said computer via said interface. 

Parulski discloses at least one interface connected to said computer for 
uploading an electronic image from a storage medium to said computer 
(paragraph 21, lines 13-17); wherein a user stores said electronic image on a 
storage medium with an electronic storage device (paragraph 10) and transfers 
said electronic image from said storage medium to said computer via said 
interface (paragraph 28, lines 13-14). 

Frey and Parulski are combinable because they are from the same field of 
endeavor namely image processing. At the time of the invention it would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to have 's Frey's system include an 
interface for uploading images from a storage medium to computer and a user storing 
images on the storage medium and transfers image from storage medium to computer 
via interface, as taught by Parulski. The suggestion or motivation for doing so would 
have been that Frey's system could provide a user the ability to upload images from 
their camera's memory card to the photo kiosk. Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to combine the teachings of Parulski with the system of Frey to obtain the invention in 
claim 1 . 
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Regarding claim 3 . Frey and Parulski disclose the dependency of claim 1 , as 
stated above, and Frey further discloses wherein said interactive electronic image 
station is housed in a idosk environment (column 2, lines 29-33). 

Regarding claim 4 . Frey and Parulski disclose the dependency of claim 1 , as 
stated above, and Frey further discloses further comprising a microphone and an 
audible storage medium connected to said computer that enables said user to 
record an audible message (column 4, lines 33-65) and electronically send said 
audible message with said electronic image to said desired recipient over the 
Internet (column 5, lines 30-62). 

Regarding claim 7 . Frey and Parulski disclose the dependency of claim 1 , as 
stated above, and Frey further discloses further comprising a magnetic strip reader 
for reading a card having a magnetic strip to render payment for use of said 
interactive electronic image station (column 6, lines 8-19). 

Regarding claim 10 . Frey and Parulski disclose the dependency of claim 1 , as 
stated above, and Frey further discloses wherein said display screen is touch 
sensitive and said interactive electronic image station is operated by said user 
touching said display screen (column 2, lines 53-55). 

Regarding claim 1 1 . Frey and Parulski disclose the dependency of claim 10, as 
stated above, and Frey further discloses wherein said display screen includes a 
touch screen keyboard that allows said user to input data (column 5, lines 5-7). 
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Regarding claim 12 . Frey and Parulski disclose the dependency of claim 1 1 , as 
stated above, and Frey further discloses wherein said data input by said user is an 
e-mail address for said desired recipient (column 5, lines 31-36). 

Regarding claim 13 . Frey and Parulski disclose the dependency of claim 1 , as 
stated above, and Frey further discloses wherein said user inputs a personal text 
message and electronically sends said personal text message with said 
electronic image to said desired recipient over the Internet (column 5, lines 1-7 and 
column 5, lines 58-62). 

4. Claims 2, 5, and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpatentable 
over Frey in view of Parulski and further in view of Van Rijn (U.S. Patent 6,574,604 B1). 

Regarding claim 2 . Frey and Parulski disclose the dependency of claim 1 , as 
stated above, but do not disclose expressly wherein said computer comprises 
memory that stores pre-selected electronic images and said user views at least 
one of said pre-selected images on said display screen and electronically sends 
said at least one of said pre-selected Images to said desired recipient over the 
Internet. 

Van Rijn discloses wherein said computer comprises memory that stores 
pre-selected electronic images (column 4, lines 22-24) and said user views at least 
one of said pre-selected images on said display screen (column 7, lines 6-17) and 
electronically sends said at least one of said pre-selected images to said desired 
recipient over the Internet (column 8, lines 23-43). 
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Frey, Parulski, and Van Rijn are combinable because they are from the same 
field of endeavor namely image processing and photo kiosit services. At the time of the 
invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to have Frey 
and Parulski 's system include a computer with memory that stores pre-selected images 
with a user viewing one of the pre-selected images on a display screen and sending a 
pre-selected images to a desired recipient over the Internet, as taught by van Rijn. The 
suggestion or motivation for doing so would have been that Frey and Parulski's system 
could provide a user of a photo kiosk the ability to send an image to a recipient without 
providing an image of their own. Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine the 
teachings of Van Rijn with the system of Frey and Parulski to obtain the invention in 
claim 2. 

Regarding claim 5 . Frey and Parulski disclose the dependency of claim 1, as 
stated above, but do not disclose expressly wherein said computer comprises 
memory that stores pre-selected audio clips and said user listens to at least one 
of said audio clips and electronically sends said at least one of said pre-selected 
audio clips to said desired recipient over the Internet. 

Van Rijn discloses wherein said computer comprises memory that stores 
pre-selected audio clips (column 4, lines 22-24) and said user listens to at least 
one of said audio clips (column 7, lines 6-17) and electronically sends said at least 
one of said pre-selected audio clips to said desired recipient over the Internet 
(column 8, lines 23-43). 
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Frey, Parulski, and Van Rijn are combinable because they are from the same 
field of endeavor namely image processing and photo kiosk services. At the time of the 
invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to have Frey 
and Parulski 's system include a computer with memory that stores pre-selected audio 
with a user listening to one of the pre-selected audio clips and sending a pre-selected 
audio clip to a desired recipient over the Internet, as taught by van Rijn. The suggestion 
or motivation for doing so would have been that Frey and Parulski's system could 
provide a user of a photo kiosk the ability to send an audio clip to a recipient without 
providing an audio clip of their own. Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine 
the teachings of Van Rijn with the system of Frey and Parulski to obtain the invention in 
claim 5. 

Regarding claim 6 . Frey and Parulski disclose the dependency of claim 1, as 
stated above, but do not disclose expressly further comprising a video camera and a 
video storage medium connected to said computer that enables said user to 
record a video clip and electronically send said video clip with said electronic 
image to said desired recipient over the Internet. 

Van Rijn discloses further comprising a video camera (column 6, lines 24-27) 
and a video storage medium connected to said computer that enables said user 
to record a video clip (column 6, lines 8-24) and electronically send said video clip 
with said electronic image to said desired recipient over the Internet (column 8, 
lines 23-43). 
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Frey, Parulski, and Van Rijn are combinable because they are from the same 
field of endeavor namely image processing and photo kiosk services. At the time of the 
invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to have Frey 
and Parulski 's system include a video camera enabling a user to record a video clip 
and send the video clip with an image to a desired recipient over the Internet, as taught 
by van Rijn. The suggestion or motivation for doing so would have been that Frey and 
Parulski's system could provide a user of a photo kiosk the ability to send a video clip 
and image to a recipient over the Internet. Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
combine the teachings of Van Rijn with the system of Frey and Parulski to obtain the 
invention in claim 6. 

5. Claims 8 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpatentable over 
Frey in view of Parulski and further in view of Fredlund et al. (U.S. Patent Application 
Publication 2002/01 81 009 Al ). 

Regarding claim 8 . Frey and Parulski disclose the dependency of claim 1 , as 
stated above, but do not disclose expressly further comprising a printer for 
generating a receipt for payment for use of said interactive electronic image 
station. 

Fredlund discloses further comprising a printer for generating a receipt for 
payment for use of said interactive electronic image station (paragraph 55). 

Frey, Parulski, and Fredlund are combinable because they are from the same 
field of endeavor namely image processing and photo kiosk services. At the time of the 
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invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to have Frey 
and Parulski 's system include a printer for generating a receipt for payment for use of 
an interactive electronic image station, as taught by Fredlund. The suggestion or 
motivation for doing so would have been that Frey and Parulski's system could provide 
a user of a photo kiosk with a receipt of amount deducted from their credit, debit, or 
payment card. Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine the teachings of 
Fredlund with the system of Frey and Parulski to obtain the invention in claim 8. 

Regarding claim 9 . Frey and Parulski disclose the dependency of claim 1 , as 
stated above, but do not disclose expressly further comprising a printer for printing 
said electronic image. 

Fredlund discloses further comprising a printer for printing said electronic 
image (see Fig. 2, element 36 and paragraph 44). 

Frey, Pamlskl, and Fredlund are combinable because they are fronri the same 
field of endeavor namely image processing and photo kiosk services. At the time of the 
invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill In the art to have Frey 
and Parulski 's system include a printer for printing a selected image, as taught by 
Fredlund. The suggestion or motivation for doing so would have been that Frey and 
Parulski's system could provide a user of a photo kiosk with an immediate print of a 
selected picture or image. Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine the 
teachings of Fredlund with the system of Frey and Parulski to obtain the invention in 
claim 9. 
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6. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpatentable over Frey in 
view of Parulski and further in view of Yamaguchi et al. (U.S. Patent Application 
Publication 2002/0087334 A1). 

Regarding claim 14 . Frey and Parulski disclose the dependency of claim 1, as 
stated above, but do not disclose expressly wherein said storage medium is a 
memory card selected from the group consisting of Compact Flash, SmartMedia 
and n/lemory Stick. 

Yamaguchi discloses wherein said storage medium is a memory card 
selected from the group consisting of Compact Flash, SmartMedia and Memory 
Stick (paragraph 55). 

Frey, Parulski, and Yamaguchi are combinable because they are from the same 
field of endeavor namely digital media processing with storage mediums. At the time of 
the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to have 
Frey and Parulski 's system include a storage medium which is a memory card selected 
from the group consisting of Compact Flash, SmartMedia and Memory Stick, as taught 
by Yamaguchi. The suggestion or motivation for doing so would have been that Frey 
and Parulski's system could provide a user of a photo kiosk with the option of using a 
plurality of storage mediums to transfer images to the kiosk. Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to combine the teachings of Yamaguchi with the system of Frey and 
Parulski to obtain the invention in claim 14. 
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7. Claims 15 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpatentable 
over Frey in view of Parulski and further in view of Mambakkam et al. (U.S. Patent 
Application Publication 2002/0073340 Al ). 

Regarding claim 15 . Frey and Parulski disclose the dependency of claim 1 , as 
stated above, but do not disclose expressly wherein said at least one interface Is a 
port selected from the group consisting of a serial port, parallel port, universal 
serial bus port, and personal memory card international association connector. 

Mambakkam discloses wherein said at least one interface is a port selected 
from the group consisting of a serial port, parallel port, universal serial bus port, 
and personal memory card international association connector (paragraph 9). 

Frey, Parulski, and Mambakkam are combinable because they are from the 
same field of endeavor namely digital data processing with storage mediums. At the 
time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to 
have Frey and Parulski 's system include an interface which is a port selected from the 
group consisting of a serial port, parallel port, universal serial bus port, and personal 
memory card international association connector, as taught by Mambakkam. The 
suggestion or motivation for doing so would have been that Frey and Parulski's system 
could provide a user of a photo kiosk with the option of interfacing with a plurality of port 
architectures. Therefore, It would have been obvious to combine the teachings of 
Mambakkam with the system of Frey and Parulski to obtain the invention in claim 15. 
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Reaardina claim 16 . Frey and Parulsl<i disclose the dependency of claim 1, as 
stated above, but do not disclose expressly wherein said at least one interface 
comprises at least one cable. 

However, Mambakkam discloses wherein said at least one interface 
comprises at least one cable (paragraph 9). 

Frey, Parulski, and Mambakkam are combinable because they are from the 
same field of endeavor namely digital data processing with storage mediums. At the 
time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to 
have Frey and Parulski 's system include an interface with a cable, as taught by 
Mambakkam. The suggestion or motivation for doing so would have been that Frey and 
Parulski's system could provide a user of a photo kiosk with a cable to connect to their 
imaging device. Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine the teachings of 
Mambakkam with the system of Frey and Parulski to obtain the invention in claim 16. 

8. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpatentable over Frey in 
view of Parulski and further in view of Romano et al. (U.S. Patent Application 
Publication 2003/01 56200 A1 ). 

Regarding claim 17 . Frey and Parulski disclose the dependency of claim 1, as 
stated above, but do not disclose expressly wherein said computer deletes said 
electronic image from said storage medium upon instruction from said user. 

However, Romano discloses wherein said computer deletes said electronic 
image from said storage medium upon instruction from said user (paragraph 56, if 
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a user can delete image data form a memory card in the camera the same logic may be 
implemented in the photo kiosk). 

Frey, Parulski, and Romano are combinable because they are from the same 
field of endeavor namely digital image processing with storage mediums. At the time of 
the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to have 
Frey and Parulski 's system include the computer deleting an image from a storage 
medium upon instruction from a user, as taught by Romana. The suggestion or 
motivation for doing so would have been that Frey and Parulski's system could providis 
a user of a photo kiosk with the option of deleting an image from their storage medium. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine the teachings of Romano with the 
system of Frey and Parulski to obtain the invention in claim 17. 

9. Claims 18 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpatentable 
over Frey in view of Parulski and further in view of Anderson (U.S. Patent 6,636,259 
B1). 

Regarding claim 18 . Frey discloses an interactive electronic image station for 
viewing and sending electronic images (column 2, lines 29-33) comprising: a 
computer having an Internet connection (column 2, 46-49); and a display screen 
connected to said computer (column 3, lines 33-34); and wherein said user views 
said electronic image on said display screen (column 3, lines 47-49). 

Frey does not disclose expressly at least one interface connected to said 
computer for uploading electronic images from a storage medium to said 
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computer; wherein a user stores an electronic image on a storage medium with 
an electronic storage device and transfers said electronic image from said 
storage medium to said computer via said interface. 

However, Parulski discloses at least one interface connected to said 
computer for uploading electronic images from a storage medium to said 
computer (paragraph 21 , lines 13-17); wherein a user stores an electronic image on 
a storage medium with an electronic storage device (paragraph 10) and transfers 
said electronic image from said storage medium to said computer via said 
interface (paragraph 28, lines 13-14). 

Frey and Parulski are combinable because they are from the same field of 
endeavor namely image processing. At the time of the invention it would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to have 's Prey's system include an 
interface for uploading images from a storage medium to computer and a user storing 
images on the storage medium and transferring images from storage medium to 
computer via interface, as taught by Parulski. The suggestion or motivation for doing so 
would have been that Prey's system could provide a user the ability to upload images 
from their camera's memory card, or the like, to the photo kiosk. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to combine the teachings of Parulski with the system of Prey. 

Furthemiore. Frey and Parulski do not disclose expressly and electronically 
sends a message to a desired recipient over the Internet, said message including 
information about a server website that includes said electronic image. 
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However, Anderson discloses and electronically sends a message to a 
desired recipient over the Internet, said message including information about a 
server website that includes said electronic image (column 9, lines 10-18). 

Frey, Parulski, and Anderson are combinable because they are from the same 
field of endeavor namely image processing. At the time of the invention it would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to have 's Frey and Parulski's 
system include the option of sending a message, which includes information about a 
server website holding an image, to a desired recipient over the Internet, as taught by 
Anderson. The suggestion or motivation for doing so would have been that Frey's 
system could provide a user the ability to send a recipient a link to an image on a web 
page. Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine the teachings of Anderson with 
the system of Frey and Parulski to obtain the invention in claim 18. 

Reoardino claim 19 . Frey, Parulski, and Anderson disclose the dependency of 
claim 18 and Anderson further teaches wherein said message includes a hyperlink 
to said server website that includes said electronic image (column 9, lines 10-18). 

10. Claims 20 through 24 recite identical features as claims 1, 2, 13, 4, and 6, 
respectively, except claims 20-24 are method claims. Thus arguments similar to that 
presented above for claims 1 , 2, 13, 4, and 6 are equally applicable to claims 20-24. 

Claim 25 recites identical features in claims 1, 3, and 18 except claim 25 is a 
method claim. Thus arguments similar to that presented above for claims 1 , 3, and 1 8 
are equally applicable to claim 25. 
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Claim 26 recites identical features in claim 19 except claim 26 is a method claim. 
Thus arguments similar to that presented above for claim 19 are equally applicable to 
claim 26. 

Claim 27 recites identical features in claims 1, 3, and 12 except claim 27 is a 
method claim. Thus arguments similar to that presented above for claim 1, 3, and 12 
are equally applicable to claim 27. 

Claim 28 recites identical features in claims 2 and 12 except claim 28 is a 
method claim. Thus arguments similar to that presented above for claims 2 and 12 are 
equally applicable to claim 28. 

Claim 30 recites identical features in claims 1, 3, 12, and 18 except claim 30 is a 
method claim. Thus arguments similar to that presented above for claims 1, 3, 12, and 
18 are equally applicable to claim 30. 

Claim 31 recites identical features in claims 19 except claim 31 is a method 
claim. Thus arguments similar to that presented above for claim 19 are equally 
applicable to claim 31 . 

1 1 . Claim 29 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpatentable over Frey in 
view of Parulski and further in view of Fredlund (U.S. Patent Application Publication 
2002/0181009 A1). 

Frey and Parulski disclose the dependent limitations of claim 27, as stated 
above, but do not disclose further comprising the step of notifying said user 
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whether transmission of said of said electronic image to said desired recipient is 
successful. 

However, Fredlund discloses further comprising the step of notifying said 
user whether transmission of said of said electronic image to said desired 
recipient is successful (paragraph 51). 

Frey, Parulski, and Fredlund are combinable because they are from the same 
field of endeavor namely image processing. At the time of the invention it would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to have 's Frey and Parulski's 
system includei notifying the user whether transmission of an image to a desired 
recipient is successful, as taught by Fredlund. The suggestion or motivation for doing so 
would have been that Frey and Parulski's system could provide a user confirmation on 
the delivery of the image to the recipient. Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
combine the teachings of Fredlund with the system of Frey and Parulski to obtain the 
invention in claim 29. 

Citation of Pertinent Prior Art 
12. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure: 

Hoyt et al. (U.S. Patent Application Publication 2001/0011262 A1) discloses a 
photo kiosk for transmitting a photographic image. 
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Conclusion 



1 3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from tlie 
examiner should be directed to Athanasios Tom Papanikolaou whose telephone 
number is (571) 272-7953. The examiner can normally be reached on 9-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ed Coles can be reached on (571) 272-7402. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned Is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Athanasios Papanikolaou 
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